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„r/,e MAILING DATE of this communication appiars on the cover sheet wim We correspondence ad<iress ■- 

.^A.. o Di ArF THic; APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 

PFRinn FOR REPLY [checl< either a) or b)] 

b) □ The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date °' ^^^-^dv^o^ o^^^^^^^^^ J 

ExtenSLn,av.ohtainedunder3rCPH1.13e(aJ^ 
have been filed is the date for purposes of determm^g t^e penod of e^^^^^^^^^ ^ q,,^ 3,,,,. ^3 set forth .n 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

1 M A Notice of Appeal was filed on 04 June 2003 . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

Jz CF^I 192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)). to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2 □ The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

' (a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 
(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

,ci □ Jy are no. deemed to place .he application in better fom, for appeal b, ma.ehaUy reducing or simplifying .be 

issues for appeal; and/or . . ^ , • 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: 

an ADDlicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4 5 Ziy propcli or amended c,aim(s, _ would be allowable if submitted in a separa,e, .imely filed amendr^en. 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5 M The a)D affidavit, b)^ exhibit, or c)^ request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: see note . 
6.n The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Exanniner in the final rejection. . ^ ^ 

7 n For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)^ will not be entered or b)^ will be enured and an 
° expE^^^ or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: 

Claim(s) objected to: 

Claim(s) rejected: 



Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 



80 The proposed drawing correction filed on isa)^ approved or b)D disapproved bythe Examiner. 

90 Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 
10.n other: 
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Applicant's arguments filed June 4, 2003 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant's' argument concerning the Fabray et al reference is noted. However, 
the reference is not limited in scope to one example. There is no other teaching found 
in the reference to indicate that a cleaning step is necessary. It is point out that the 
reference does however, teach that the polishing step is to be done as soon as possible 
to prevent contamination after polishing steps. 

Applicants' argument concerning the Lampert et al reference has been 
considered and not deemed persuasive. The Lampert reference in column one 
describes problem with wafer, which are not oxidized in a speedy manner. The 
reference further teaches that polishing followed quickly by oxidization overcomes this 
problem. Thus, the reference doe teach to one of ordinary skill in the art to oxidize in 
the manner, which is claimed. 



